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HBanilton Fish Armstoong, Esq.
Editor, Foreign Affairs ~
58 Bast 68th Street

How York 21, New Tork

Dear Ham:

In coomection with our most interesting
dinner the other svening, I thought you might be
interested in reading the atisched articls from
The Barvard law Recoxrd.
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- MEMORANDUM FOR: pgr

The attached article from The Harvard Law
Record is interesting for its highly critical
reference to the reliability of intelligence.
4&s likely future boss of Sir Dick, this

doesn't bode any good.
il

Article from 7 Nov 57 Issue.

2 2 November 1957
(DATE)

FORM NO. |0| REPLACES FORM 10-101 (47)
1 AUG 54 WHICH MAY BE USED.
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Bevan Calls for Negotiation

To Avoid Global Conflict

A jammed New Lecture Hall was witness IFriday evening to Aneurin
Devan's remarkably suceessful lorensic exercise in making the obvious
explicit. Whether or not the Labour Party’s “roving ambassador” and as-
piring Foreign Minister satisfied the vocal crowd with the sufliciencey of his
foilow-through [rom premise to policy hecanwe increasingly doubtful as the
question period neared its untimely and unanimously (barring Moderator

Schlesinger’s propriety) unwanted end.

After the preliminaries, which saw My, Bevan express surprise over his

heing depicted as anti-Ameriecan and’
describe his attitude toward America
as “proprictal” because “Welshmen
wrote the Declaration of Independ-
ence,” there began an ecarnest and
forboding prophesy of doom it inter-
national attitudes remain changeless.

Impressions gained from his world
travels gave him no optimism ; rather,
he thought the cold war was intensi-
fving and that not much time was left
{o remedy an explosive and unpre-
cedented situation — the imminence
of total human destruction.

In a roughly syllogistic analvsis,
Mr. Bevan velinquished several facts
which  he called unchallengeable.
These were:

1. Modern warlfare has rendered
our institutions of democracy obsolete
in that the decision to use nuclear

weapons will not be taken by repre-
sentative assemblies cither in America
or anvwhere else. The issues of key
importance have passed by delibera-
tive assemblies. Decause ol the fear
ol the enemy anticipating, because de-
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bate over whether to war or not may
well precipitate the very thing being
discussed, the decision will by 1ts very
nature be made by one person with
little consultation. 1 would be a de-
cision hased on very unreliable infor-
mation of ghe sceret service. He de-
scribed this source of information as
“by its nature uncheckable, gotten by
bribery, wiretapping and other devi-
ous methods through channels not
accessible to publie  scrutiny, not

verifiable  and  polluted.,” Thus, he
reasoned, “the free world has lost con-
trol ol its destiny and could be wiped
out by a decision of which it was
neither consulled nor a part. Present
conditions being what they ave, if the
atmosphere gets much more sultry
there is the possibility that the de-
cision will be taken by a few politici-
ans.

2. Given the above picture, Mr.
Bevan asserted that “it is no longer
an argument aboul communism, so-
cialism or capitalism; it is an argu-
ment about the survival of the human
race.  We stll talk,” he continued,
“as if the difTerences between capital-
ism and communism are so great as
to transcend all other considerations.
I can not sce anything so stupid as
harboring animosities that may de-
stroyv us all. It is isanity to carry the
differences between us so far as 1o de-
stroy ourselves.”

Function of War

3. The techniques of war have been
taking us to where we now stand —
at the crossroads, he said, “The his-
torical funetion of war has become ir-

relovanl and this is a situation we
aren't prepared [or intellectually or
cemotionally. 1listorians have no ad-
vice for us. Lawyers have even less.
Lawyvers have learned to aceept first
principles but very ravely promulgate
them. Religious  leaders  disagree
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{1f it is o fact that the differences
hetween Ilzlti(AlS can't be resolved by
traditional | ApRraNed froxRelease
we must appraise the situation and
invent other methods of approach. 11
we can't settle differences by force
then we have to discuss in order tv
agree and lor {his to happen we have
Lo meet.” e denied the absence of any
common ground on which the Soviet
and Western worlds could negoliate.

He capsuled the common factor as
“the imminence of universal extine-

tion unless we can settle our quarrels
by negotiation.”

5. “Dyv (his analysis,”

he argued,

“{he  policies of nations are con-
demned . . . Against this background

— the survival of the human race and
the renewal of the vitality of demo-
cratic institutions — it is nonsense,”
he doelared, “tn exelude the represen-
tatives of 600,000,000 of the human
race from the United Nations," e
pooh-poohed some reasons for exclu-
sion  (irregularly founded? — how
about the United States; killed Amevi-
cans? — so did Germany, and the
U S, has wanted Germany armed
since 1951).
Emotional Attitudes

“These cmotional attitudes, these
patterns of hehavior are far too primi-
tive to stand up in the modern world.
So terrible and grim are the consc-
quences, the seale of the problem is
so huge that the casy way out is escap-

ism. DBut it must be faced and the
question s whether we have the

stature.” It is no longer a matter of
party politics, ideology or ism, he
stated.

These were the thoughts which he
{ried to impress upon Krushehev in
their recent Yalta meeting. e told
the Soviet chiefl that the past world
wars which were followed by great
communist advances are no measure
of future conflicts which would sce
hoth communism and capitalism go
down.

This was 'Nye' Bevan's message to
Amoericans. It repeatedly st ressed only
one facet of the world problem — that
of cultivating a visceral realization
of danger along with an attitude of
negotiation, of tryving to get at (if-
ferences in order to mitigate or get
rid of differences.

He dealt with attitudes and predis-
positions and not with policies and
programs, for as he put it: “You must
first believe in the practicability of
negotiation before you get more spe-
cific.”

Hewing to this theme with persis-
tence, he gave less than direct answers
{o many of the guestions thrown at
him in rap]

Asked about the limited war con-

would die in a university.

Queried concerning world reaction
to our integration problems, he grace-
fully replied that “eivilized people all
over the world wre happy at the

Tnited States attempt at integration.” -

) Peace at Any Price

e strongly denounced one ques-
tioner's attempt at summing his talk
up as “peace at any price.” “Indi-
viduals have died so that socicty
might survive but if society itself dies
(hen what is the sacrifice worth,” he
“asserted. A cause which results in
‘extinction 1s no cause.”

Along with official Labour Party
policy, he favors suspending B ritain’s
H-Bomb tests.
| Onc particular question which to
‘manv <cemed out of context never-
itheless led to some instructive in-
I ferences. Mr. Devan was asked wheth-
‘er he would guarantee the western
[frontiers of Poland. Ile gave a two-
fold reply. First, he would rather
i guarantee the wostern frontier than
'risk fighting about it and second, he
favored no shifting of political
‘boundarics which incurred risk of
' genocide.

, Pressed to comment on  conimu-
‘hism’s avowed intention to dominate
'the world, he sidestepped cleanly and
‘went on o express his belief in the
oceurrence of deep changes in Soviet
social structure which the West should
ry Lo eneourage. e gave an example:
Headers are no longer deposed by
judicial murder but by resignation.
{ This, he said, shows Soviet society
‘moving in the right direction.

‘1 Although the audience’s reception
was vn@husmﬂlc, there were some
“dlsam)mntc(l in Mr. Bevan's relue-
Htance to [reely discuss questions about
ipolicy or what follows “a disposition
to negotiate.” For others his coneep-
'ualization of the
“tion was too general and too simple.
\ There were perhaps more alternatives
o be weighed. A position which poses
‘the challenge as “DBoth sides must
Pwant to negotiate” may not be as
(fruitful for probing the roots of the
problems as the assertion in reverse
t— “Why don't both sides want to
| negotiate?”

| Mr. Bevan did not appear pleased
| by some of the crowd’s reactions and
';queﬁtinns. He 1‘(1["01'1'0(1 to the former
Las “adolescent hisses” and the latter
as il they had come directly from the
‘Theadlines of the daily newspapers.
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chev, he likened him to some higher

- @ oveculives in attitude.




